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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 



Commissioner for Patents 

This notice of non-compliant amendment for amendment ree'd Jan 02, 2009 appears to be a bona-fide attempt to respond to prior 
office action but it contains a serious omission, as per MPEP 714.03, for failing to properly provide citations where newly claimed 
features is taught within originally filed specification. The cited reply on page 24 alleges that Applicant Counsel believes no new 
matter was entered by the amendment without addressing where specific support is found in originallly filed specification which is 
deemed to be a serious omission. In addition, although, the cited reply alleges that prior art fails to teach particular steps/functions 
regarding multilple consecutive wagers in generalized manner of newly claimed invention; the reply fails to specifically address how 
Orenstein 2001/0028147 specifically fails where Orenstein '147 states tracknig multiple consecutive wagers (abstract, para .31-32). 
A proper reply must address both above identified omissions to avoid abandonment. 

Since the submission appears to be a bona fide attempt to provide a complete reply to the prior ( M'llce action, Applicant is given a 
shortened statutoiy period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY DAYS from the mailing date of this letter, whichever is longer, to submit a 
complete reply. This shortened statutory period supersedes the time period set in the prior Office action. This time period may be 
extended pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
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